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ELECTING A MINORITY MEMBER 

TO CERTAIN STANDING COMMIT-
TEES OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the House Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged 
resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1196 

Resolved, That the following Member is, 
and is hereby, elected to the following stand-
ing committees: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.— 
Mr. Scalise; and, 

(2) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.—Mr. 
Scalise. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 5534 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 5534. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROSS). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2419, 
FOOD, CONSERVATION, AND EN-
ERGY ACT OF 2008 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I call up the conference re-
port on the bill (H.R. 2419) to provide 
for the continuation of agricultural 
programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 1189, the con-
ference report is considered read. 

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of 
May 13, 2008, at page H3409.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1189, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) 
and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 10 minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
KIND) and ask unanimous consent that 
he be allowed to control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself 4 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, it’s been a long road to 

get to this point, and I want to start 
off by thanking Mr. GOODLATTE, the 
ranking member of the committee, 
again for his great work; my sub-
committee chairmen, who started this 
process off; the ranking members on 

the Republican side; my friends on the 
Ways and Means Committee, Mr. RAN-
GEL especially, Mr. POMEROY, for their 
hard work to get to this point; the 
Speaker for backing us up and helping 
us keep on track here to get to a final 
consideration; and for all of my col-
leagues in the House for being patient 
and working with us and giving us your 
input. 

We have come to a point where I be-
lieve we have a good bill that should be 
supported by all Members of this Con-
gress from both urban, suburban and 
rural areas. 

I have here a chart that shows how 
the current farm bill spending is going 
to be allocated on a 10-year basis, 
which is what we have to go by. 

Nutrition in this new Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act is 74 percent 
of the spending over the next 10 years 
in this food bill, commodities are 16 
percent. Back in 2002, these numbers 
were 65 and 35 or something. Conserva-
tion is 7 percent; and energy and the 
specialty crops, the other items, are 3 
percent. 

This shows on another chart how we 
got to those numbers. We had a $58 bil-
lion reduction in our baseline. What 
happened, before we started because 
the prices were up and the amount of 
money going out to farmers was down, 
so we started off $58 billion in the hole. 
We were provided $10 billion from our 
friends in the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of additional spending over the 
baseline, and this is how that spending 
was allocated out. 

Nutrition was more than the $10 bil-
lion of new money that was put in the 
bill, $10.3 billion; conservation, an addi-
tional $4 billion; specialty crops, $2.3 
billion; and in the commodity title, we 
actually had a reduction. In addition to 
the $58 billion that we reduced, we had 
another $3.6 billion that we took out of 
the commodity title to help put money 
into these other areas. 

Having done that, we still have an 
adequate safety net for farmers. It’s 
very much like the current law that we 
have been operating under. We have 
made some minor changes, and we have 
brought the AGI limits down from $2.5 
million to $500,000 on non-farm income, 
$750,000 on farm income. So we’ve made 
some reform, not as much as some peo-
ple would like, but more than others 
would like. We got both sides a little 
bit upset so I think we’re doing some-
thing pretty close to what we should. 

And to show you how the allocation 
is based on what the 2002 bill was and 
what the current bill is, this shows in 
yellow the 2002 bill and in the kind of 
purple color the current bill. In nutri-
tion, you can see there’s a substantial 
increase. Conservation, the commodity 
title is down, and energy is up a little 
bit. 

So we have I think a balanced bill 
that maintains a safety net. It includes 
a new disaster program that is paid for. 
This bill is paid for. The $10 billion 
comes out of a custom user fee exten-
sion which is not a tax increase, which 

has allowed us to have a bipartisan 
bill. 

We’ve put a bill together here that I 
think addresses what people are con-
cerned about in this country. It has a 
loan guarantee program for cellulosic 
ethanol. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I yield 
myself an additional 1 minute. 

It has a bioenergy reserve program to 
allow us to learn how to grow switch 
grass and how to harvest it and store it 
and move it; woody biomass so we can 
get cellulosic ethanol going. 

We have for the first time significant 
money in for fruits and vegetables, 
which are 50 percent of the agriculture 
in the United States. 

We have country-of-origin labeling. 
It’s going to be mandatory on fruits 
and vegetables and meats starting Sep-
tember 30. We have interstate meat 
shipment, another issue that’s been 
hanging on for 20 years. 

We’ve solved a lot of problems in this 
bill. We have a bill I think that covers 
all the interests in the country, and we 
have a bill that we should all be proud 
to vote for in this House. 

Again, I want to thank all my col-
leagues for their hard work and look 
forward to having a strong vote on this 
and encourage you all to support this 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that 10 minutes of 
the time allocated to me be granted to 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) so that he can manage that 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself 2 minutes. 
I rise today in support of the farm 

bill conference report. I thank the 
chairman and all of the other members 
of the Agriculture Committee on both 
sides of the aisle for working in such a 
bipartisan spirit to produce good legis-
lation. I also thank my staff and the 
majority staff for their hard and, I 
know to them, seemingly endless work 
on this legislation. 

This farm bill contains solid reforms 
while addressing a variety of issues in-
cluding forestry, rural development, 
renewable energy, nutrition, conserva-
tion, research, specialty crops, and 
livestock and still maintains the safety 
net necessary to ensure a safe, reliable 
and affordable domestic food supply. 
This farm bill is a good work product, 
and I am proud of the work we have 
done. 

The bill contains more reforms than 
any previous farm bill, eliminating 
payments to millionaire farmers, 
eliminating the three-entity rule, and 
increasing the efficiency of the crop in-
surance program among numerous 
other reforms. 

It’s 100 percent PAYGO-compliant 
and is fiscally responsible, scoring $4 
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